luri Iloseiibio, random notes while awaiting nai 1 ^/'iGjSO 

Before I icnew his name x was attracted to the KGB defector whose name was redcated 
in the Warren Commission's records accessihle in the Krchives because the redaction was 
not reasonable or necessary and because the Commission abdicated its responsibilities 
under CIA pressure. As I remember it, most the Commission's records were generated by 
staff counsel William 2. Coleman, Jr. and W, David Slawson. Coleman is a conservative 
biack, later under the GOP in the cabinet^and Blawson was frc.m the Department of Justiceo 
ClA name^p also were redacted, but Richard Heins was of highest rank and positiono And what 
the Commission did not then know but should have guessed is that the CIA had an enomous 
cpnflict in its successful ef torts to persuade the Coinmission to ignore all that it knew 
of what Nosenko had said. Had it not, it pwuld have found it close to impossible to issue 
the Report that it did issue. The first m^or attention, if not the first attentiin at all^ 
t(b the reason for this conflict was in the CIA' s official testimony before th House 
Select Committee on Assassinations, for which it called former CIA officer *^ohn -^emon Hart 
b^ck from retirement. His testimony, which I am certain was edited before publication al- 
t^ough it Was broadcast at least coast— to— coast . on both radio and TV, was to the belief 
of James Jesus Angleton, then he^d of Counterintelligence, and others, that Hosenko was 
a^ "dispatched" agent^ and to the subhuman treatment to which Hosenkomwas subjected for 
about three years when he was in iic/egal ClA captivity, mostly at Camp Peafi^, Va,, after 
period in a Washington^ ?Jsa^^" house, Hosenko had been dispatched, according to 

the Aigleton concoction, to "disi^jfioim about the JPE assassination. This presumed that the 

U^SR was behind the assassination, which ther^ was no reason to beleC^ and every reason 
not to believe, and that there was a purpose to be served by disinforming. There was no \ , 

fUch purpose to be served bec£mse the FBI's "solution" was leiiked by it beginning 1 2 / 2/6 
and received great international attention. The FBI's "solution" was J, Edgar •^oVer's 
instant vision tliat there was a lone nut assa ss^_ . His intsant vision is recorded in a 
a^mp prepared by Gartha Del^^h, then the Ho. 3 aan in the FBI, of the interview Hoover 
h^d granted, at Deloach's encouragement, to William ^“'anchester, who was writing a book 
commissioned by Cackie Kennedy, Hosenko did not ajpear ^t the CIA's Switzerland station 
ti defect until Uo months after the worlda'knCTj'^fhal' tiie^^^ would be, February, I 964 , 

The first records identifying Kosenko by name that I got access to are several FBI 
reports on its interviews with him. The previously available records bear Kosenko out on 
tie significant things 1^'d said about Oswald in the USSR, One is that the K3GB didi/iot trust 
him and considered him u nstable and another is that he was anti-Soviet. That the KGB did 
not trust him is api^rent from its refusal to interview him and its refusal to grant him 
permission remain in the USSR, It believed that he J^eft when his tourist visa expired, 

(iifter hs slashed hisiwrists and was hospitalized the '^ed Gross arranged for him to be 
able to remain ajjd for a job_^ and'^^i^^ters. ) When the KSB learned this it had Oswald under 
surveillance at Minsk, Oswald's writings, a few illustrative excerpts from which I have in 
my first book, make it clear that he was anti-USSR and anti-4merican Communist. (His favor- 
ite book was Orwell's "The Animal |^rm," an# anti-Comnunist classic.) 

Until these FBI reports reached the ClA Kosenko's treatment was "princely." As soon 
as the CIA knew the foregoing and thnt the KGB suspected that ^swald was intended to be 
an "agent in place," also known as "sleeper" agent, its treatment of him changed to barbaric. 


Wliat from my recollection of its records the Commission wa^ most influenced by in 
the BM's firmly-presled arguments is that Kosenko's "bona fides" not not been established. 
Tl^t was at least as true of just about all the witnesses the Commission did hear anrS some 
it had every rational reason to suspect yet it heard and credited. It has reason to sus- 
pect, that is, if it intended a serious, impartial and diligent investigation. It never had 
any such intention, in fact, as its own records reflect. It began with the lone-nut pre- 
sumption and never abandoned it. It knew tte FBI was tricking it and went into this in its 
executive sessions, particularly “hat of -^^Wiuary 21 , 1964> which I reproduce in Post 




mission anticipated that its executive sessions would forever he secret and it classified 
them Top Secret although it had not authori-ty to classify anything. At the l/22 session 
Dulles assured his colleagues that it would he lied to and that the lying was right and 
proper, (See pp, 52-3 ^d 62-6 in particular.) The Commission's fear of the FBI is also 
clear in the_l/21 transcript, vjhich it decided to destroy but ovei-looked the stenotypist’ s 
tape, which ^ got transcribed under FOIA. 

But even if there was reason to question ITosenko's bona fides the Commission was 
the authority to decide he could not be believed, not the CIA, It took basic testimony 
it deeided not to credit. An example of this is all the testimony it took on Oswald carry- 
ing a rifle into the TSED the morning of the assassination. All it^itnesses testified to 
the impossibility of Oswald's havigg done that yet it made up what it wanted to believe and 
ignored 100/t> of its testimony, I go into this in detail in the first of the ..jXhitewqsh 
series. 


¥hat was not known until I sued under FOIA for all the executive session trans- 
cripts not then made available is that among the pressures to intimidate the Commission 
from hearing Nosenko was ^erald Ford's, It is not reasonable, what Ford said, but the 
commission decided not to hear Kosenko, Ford, as the Commission then did not know, was 
FBI informer inside the Commission,. This is established by the FBIH.^ rtjf ords disclsoed 
in December, 1967j/and January, 1968, Ford finked for DeLoach, 


(According to ^orge Lardner, Xr, , Washington Post reporter, Hoover annotated one 
Of Deloach’s memos on Ford's finking with tfje word "Toad." I did not see that record and 
it is not impossible that it was not included in the copies I got but was included in 
those the Post got, Lardner would not have lied to me about this,) 


Much Kosenko information remains withheld. To the best of my knowledge the FBI has 
disclosed none except through Kart's testimohy. It has agreed to the FBI's disclosure of 
dome but not all the CIA records it gave to the FBI. Tne CIA ignores to this day my 
Kosenko requests of it, which began about 15 years ago. The FBI ignored them until a 
Kosenko reques^, the details of which I do not know by one Michael I-k>oney. It then disclosed 
to me what it disclosing to ^gney. I knew him in 1966, when he was a right-vJing 

editor of the old Saturday Evening Post. (He was then the editor on Richard Whalen's 
Article jambasting the critics. Whalen also is of the ri^t. He was anti-Keimedy and was 
the author of a book on Joe titled "The Kj,unding Father," I knew of the disclosure to 
^’^oney only because it confused the tivo oi us in writing me and addressed me as "Mooney," 

(l indulged myself and write the FBI that it should not dare refer to me as a "Moonie." 


These disclosed FBI records establish the fact that when Kosenko appeared to defect 
there v/ere those in the GIA who immediately opposed and tried to prevent it. They ad- 
yanced a series of untenable reasons. One that I recall is that he was defecting to break 
dp a disarmament conference at vJhich fee was part of whe escort or guard on the USSR's 
delegation, to keep it in line. There was no earthly way"S^e could have done it as they 
explained it because he could not get away with^ying about what happened and what he'd 
said because they tape recorded all he said. It is my present recollection that in the 
short period oHixie bstiireen his appearance to defect and his being flom to the the 
disclosed records contain three such hysterical fictions. Why there should have been this 
great opposition within the ClSi to any KGB defectioaajT is in itself provocative and strongly 
suggests fear of the consequences within and to the GIA from what Kosenko could say. This 
tends to underscore the importance of what he did say that I refer to above about Oswald 
and vrhat the KGB knew and sus pected of him. It tends to make the KGB’s suspicion that he 
served US intelligence in some minor capacity at least reasonable. 

Going along with this is what we know about Oswald other than from jnside the IBSBgi 
of his boyhood efforts and reading, of his favorite TV ,|^ which was Herbert Hmlbrick's 
"I Lived Three Lityes," his career as an FBI informe^, and of his I'larines career. I have 
some of til^bove on paper but here note what ^ go fxnto at some length in several Oswald 
files and in the anaylsis I made of Jean Davison's book, "Oswald's Games," 



^ She Davison names rmEiinds me that Oswald' s addresshook holds thji name of the mother 
or an American agent inside our IBSR embassy, a woman who was as anti-Soviet w as one could 
be. She was with the "^fiiite" armies vrhen she met the Georgia doctor she married. He v?as 
with the invasion army after World War I. She son, .<4lexL^ was an embassy doctor. He also 
was anti-Soviet. (Shere are indications that abrother also had intelligtince connections.) 

-Shat the embassy doctor would have had a pro-Soviet look his mother up can't be believed, 
know of no connection with his family tliat Jean -Javison had by her marriage.^) 

Alexis was expelled by the IBSR as a spy, was caught in the act. iie was a "drop" 
servicer in the ^enkovsky case, (a "dead drop" is the hiding of what ii to be delivered 
in a place like a hole in a tree trunk, where it will be picked up by the person ser- 
vicing that drop.) I have ne-jsapaper accounts of the Davison involvement as it came out in 
Pehkovsky's trial, which was public. Some Hussian stories are included, in Russian, 

She laail should be here by now so f stop with the notation that Oswald had no 
abtive-duty assignment in the iiarines that was not connected with the CIA, that he had 
Sbp Secret and Crypto clearances that do not pppear on his service record and that in a 
way not disclosed he learned Russian while he was a ^'%rinjgi, Oswajd got a clearly fraudu- 
lent discharge to go to the USSR and he was not chiirged with that on his return. He 
would not return until he was assured he would not be prosecuted. 

While there is no reason to believe everything that the Members of the Commission 
said in their executive sessions! from which all staff was banned) one of the members did 
s^, I think in the l/22 session, that the Oswalds spent three days in a ■‘k)tterdam 
appretment awaiting getting on the sJdp that xxtaaxHiEdxtkxg they took to the U.S. If true, 
hpwever, there is no possibly way the Oswalc^B could have arranged that on their own. It 
has to have been arranged for theii^ again suggesting intelligence involvement. BesMes, 

Oswald was broke. He borrowed ti-ansportation money from the USSR embassy and over a period 
of time repaid the State Di^artment. 

lifhen Oswald "defected" the Havy went through the motions of investigating but it 
n^de a sham investigation. Its investigation is not in any disclosed Marren Commission re- 
;^ords and I'm nit aware of any re;.j,uest it made for them. .It did not even interview all the 
■^‘■‘■arines who served with him in his HAGS outfit, radar. My source on bis clearances, Tifhich 
I have confirmed, was one such friend, I was able to che ck out and confirm things 

he told me about Oswald that are not generally knom, such as hiS liking for the game of 
pool. If either the Havy of the Commission or the FBI had intended a gengine investiga- 
tion it today would'^W be a mystery how, where and perhaps why Oswald le^^jrned Russian as 
^ .''^ine when it is not reflected on his service record. His Russian was good enough when 
he”was at Minsk to lead people like Iferina to believe he was Russian and spoke with the 
accent of a different area. 

Oswald also got Gomiuunist and Russian literates openly in the mail when he was a 
^arina and that was invariably a red flag and attracted attention. It did not with him. 

Although I haU4 moted it elsewhere recently I here note again that the alleged 
F.3I number attributed to Oswald was not a real number and the Commission knew it. It also 
knew, although I never saw any record disclosing its source, that the real number attributed 
to Oswald is consistent with the CIA's numbering system. I have it on file and by indirection 
was able to confirm that it is the number given by the source of the wrong number, a man 
I know well now who was never questioned by the Commission. He is Alonzo Hudkins, then 
reporter for a Houston paper, later with the Baltimore Hearst American and now with the 
Buffalo Bveni|g News, Lonnie has discussed much with me but not this number. 



